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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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4) ^ Claim(s) ^06-293 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 106-279 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

50 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6)13 Claim(s) 280:299 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 
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Art Unit 3661 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is the answer to the telephone 
interview on 4/06/2005. 

2. Claims 280-299 were pending in this application. 

Response to Amendment 

3. The examiner submits that above pending claims are 
fundamental and obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention with cited art of Stefik (US Pat. 
5,715,403), and Krishnan et al. (US Pat. 6,073,124). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 02 in view of the AIPA and H R 
2215 that forms the basis for the rejections under this section made in the attached Office action: 

A person shaU be entiUed to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for 
patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed 
in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

35 U.S.C. § 102(e), as revised by the AIPA and H.R. 2215, applies to all qualifying references, except when 
the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2000. For such patents, the prior art date is determined under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as it existed 
prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. § 102(e)). 

4. Claims 280-281, 283, 284, 288, 290-291, 293, 294, and 
298 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipate by Krishnan et al. (US Pat. 6,073,124). 
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A . Re. to claims 280, 290: Krishnan et al. suggest steps for 
a server to provide to a client computer a digital license 
of right (s) to render digital content, the digital content 
encrypted with a decryption key, comprising: 

receiving a license reguest including a decryption key 
(see Krishnan et al.. Fig. 4 - ref. 402, Fig. 3 - refs. 31, 

and 310 - ELC, and Fig. 9 box 909 shows an obvious task of 

decrypting the received ELC) ; then 

generating a license response including a digital 

rights license, the decryption key, and a certificate; and 

transmitting that response to the client (see Krishnan et 

al.. Fig. 19 refs. 1902-1903). 

B. Re. to claims 281, 291: The rationales and reference for 
rejection of claim 280 are incorporated. 

The examiner respectfully submits that a license 
request of Krishnan et al. inherently include answers for 
what,. when, where, how about said request; i.e., a request 
of a content identifier, and a list of requested rights, and 
a server generates a license having those requested rights 
(see Krishnan et al., Fig. 4 - ref. 402, Fig. 3 - refs. 31, 
and 310 - ELC, and Fig. 9 shows an obvious task of decrypting 
909 the received ELC) . 
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C. Re. to claims 283, 293: The rationales and reference for 
rejection of claim 280 are incorporated. 

Krishnan et al. teach about transmitting a response to 
a client computer as part of an HTML page (see Krishnan et 
al. , 3:24 to 4:9). 

D. Re. to claims 284, 294: The rationales and reference for 
rejection of claim 280 are incorporated. 

Krishnan et al. teach of encrypting the license 
response; and encoding that response (see Krishnan et al.. 
Fig. 6, refs. 601-604) . 

8. Re. to claims 288, 298: Krishnan et al. teach that a 
reguest is contained in an HTTP reguest (see Krishnan et 
al., 3:45-61, 7:1-4). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a guotation of 35 U.S.C.§ 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 
this Office Action: 

(a) a patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identxcally disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
thxs title. If the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the txme the invention was made to 
a person havzng ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the maimer 
m which the invention was made. 
5. Claims 282, 292 is rejected under 35 U.S.C.§ 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Krishnan et al . (US Pat. 6, 073,124) . 

The rationales and reference for rejection of claim 280 
are incorporated. 
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The examiner respectfully submits that a license 

request of Krishnan et al. obviously includes a certificate 

associated with that client computer - in another word, a ■ 

license is a rights to use software at a specific computer. 

6. Claims 285-287, 289, 295-297, and 299 are rejected under 

35 U.S.C.S 103(a) as being unpatentable over Krishnan et al. 

(US Pat. 6,073,124) , in view of in view of Stefik (US Pat. 

5,715,403). 

A. Re. to claims 285, 295: The rationales and reference 

for rejection of claim 280 are incorporated. 

Krishnan et al. teach the license request includes a 
public key associated with the client computer; Krishnan et 
al. do not disclose about encrypting a decryption key. 

However, Stefik suggests that idea of encrypting a 
decryption key with the public key to obtain an encrypted 
decryption key by disclosing: "The requester decrypts the 
digital certificate using the public key of the master 
repository, recording the identity of the supplier and 
creator, a key for decrypting the software, the 
compatibility information, and a tamper-checking code" - 
this step authenticates the certification of the software, 
including the script for uninstalling it; i.e., Stefik 
teaches that a public key was used to decrypt a digital 



Serial Number: 09/482,725 
Art Unit 3661 

certificate/license, that public key is known by a 
requester. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
suggest a method for combining teachings in the disclosures 
of Krishnan, & Stefik, because this would increase an extra 
level of security protection by encrypting a known 
decryption key. 

B. Re. to claims 286, 296: The applicants claim a server 
certificate comprises a first certificate for validating the 
server. The examiner respectfully submits that on its face, 
a server certificate already/ equivalent ly defines a 
certificate for a server. 

C. Re. to claims 287, 297: The rationales and reference for 
rejection of claim 280 are incorporated. 

It is obvious that a certificate may comprise a second 
certificate - it is merely containing an extra document ' 
(just integrating another document). 

D. Re. to claims 289, 299: The rationales and reference for 
rejection of claim 280 are incorporated. 

It is obvious with Krishnan et al.'s reference that a 
request may include a version number for a Digital Rights 
Management (DRM) system on the client computer because this 
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version number is merely a non-functional data descriptive 
material that does not have an inventive concept since 
including an extra/specific information in a request only 
add extra non-functional data; this does not change the 
claimed step. 

Conclusion 

7. Claims 2 80-299 are not patentable. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this coirraiunication or earlier 
coirmunications from the examiner should be directed to CUONG 
H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 571-272-6759. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 am - 3:15 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, THOMAS G. BLACK can 
be reached on 571-272-6956. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application is assigned is 703-305- 
7687. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained from the Patent .Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http: //pair- 
direct . uspto. gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

n . ^ 

LMH'^^f^'^^^l^^ CUONG H. NGUYEN 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3661 



